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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12/1 7/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

2. Paragraphs 20-22 of Walker disclose that employees of the casino work with a 
computer system in order to determine an offer and present it to targeted recipients on 
the casino floor. This type of marketing scenario meets the definition of a marketing 
event. Also, Paragraphs 51-56 of Walker disclose that the central computer system 
updates its database with the location and other related infornriation of each player that 
is available to be approached for marketing purposes. This meets the limitation of 
establishing a set of targeted players whose attendance at the marking event is 
established through a remote device (the players indicate their location such as 
disclosed in Paragraph 72) and storing in a database at the host computer. Walker 
further discloses that the players can all be at the common location of a casino 
(Paragraphs 20-22 discloses that the employees and the players who may be targeted 
by the employees, are in a casino. Also, Paragraph 80 indicates that the central 
computer is triggered that a player has become available to be identified by the 
marketing system the moment he has entered the casino property.) Walker discloses 
having common locations for marketing events (Fig. 8, video poker room, lobby, etc), 
within a larger facility (the casino disclosed such as in Paragraph 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the • 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-2, 6-31, 33-34, and 38-641 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by US 2007/0087810 to Wall^er et al. (Walker). 

Regarding Claims 1 and 33, 

Walker discloses a remote system and method for use with a gaming system, for 
establishing attendance of a plurality of players at an event (Paragraph 56, for 
establishing the identity and current location of a player in the casino, also shown in Fig. 

5, and Paragraph 73, the player's precise location in the casino can be determined), the 
event occurring at a common location (Fig. 5, current locations 570 are all locations 
where the players may be within the casino, also Paragraph 20 discloses that the 
players are located within the casino, and Paragraph 37 discloses that players are 
located at gaming devices within the casino), the remote system comprising: a remote 
device (Paragraph 20, a wireless electronic device carried by casino employees), 
embodied in a mobile computer (Paragraph 45, a PDA such as a Palm, Handspring, or 
Blackberry, or a tablet or notebook computer, cell phone, etc.) which may be carried by 
a user who is not one of the players (Paragraphs 20, 23, the PDA device is carried by a 
casino employee or an employee of a business, not by the players, who are located at 
gaming machines and tables), for receiving player identification information related to 
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each player (Paragraph 56, the casino employee's PDA can show player identification 
information such as a player ID numbers 540, player names 550, current locations 
within the casino 570, win information 560, and other notes 580 in attendance at the 
common location input by the user, the user being located at the common location 
(Paragraph 37 and Fig. 3, casino locations 570 are established when the player 
identifies his or her location by logging on to the networked gaming machines using a 
player tracking card); and a host computer (Paragraph 25 and Fig. 1, central computer 
110) coupled to the remote device (Paragraph 25, representative devices 140) through 
a remote network interface (through a communications network 120) through a wireless 
connection (Paragraph 25 and 28, through a wireless connection) for defining a set of 
targeted players for the marketing event (Fig. 11 1110, determine the recipient to target, 
Paragraphs 73-74, players can be targeted either individually or ias a group) as a 
function of a set of predetermined conditions (Paragraph 56, different characteristics of 
a player such as the amount won during a gaming session, interests, hobbies, name, 
etc are predetermined conditions used to target the player) and establishing the 
common location (Fig. 8, common locations where players may be targeted include, for 
, example, the video poker room, or the lobby), the common location being within a larger 
facility (these locations are within the casino, as disclosed in Paragraphs 4, 20, 22, etc) 
for receiving the identification information from the remote device (Paragraph 27) and 
storing the players' attendance in a database located at the host computer (Paragraph 
27, the gaming devices may transmit information about the player's gaming activities, 
which Fig. 3 shows include location 570, to the central computer 110 through the 
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communications network 120) if the player is one of the targeted players (Paragraphs 
80-87, the player's performing a trigger event, such as entering the casino property, 
initiating a gaming session on a gaming machine, manually identifying his location by 
asking "give me an offer", etc., causes the player's attendance location to be updated 
and stored in the system). 

Regarding Claims 2 and 34, 

Walker discloses a remote system and method, the remote device for 
establishing an ID number of an ID card of each player in attendance, the identification 
information including the ID number of the player ID card of each player in attendance 
(paragraph 56, the identification information includes player ID number 540, Paragraph 
73, the player's ID number can be sourced from the player's tracking card). 
Regarding Claims 6-13 and 38-44, 

Walker discloses a remote system and method including a processor (Fig. 3 310) 
and web client for interaction with the user (Paragraphs 25 and 28, any of the devices, 
including the mobile computer 140 carried by the casino representatives, can 
communicate using the Internet. It is inherent then that a web client must exist in order 
for communication using the internet to function, also it is disclosed in Paragraph 45 that 
the mobile computer can be a Blackberry, which has a web client), the web client for 
acquiring input from the user (Paragraph 57, the casino representative can input 
information) and fomriatting and presenting data to the user (Fig. 5, the representative 
can receive various types of data about the player, Paragraph 75, the casino 
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representative can fill in a form to obtain the player data), and sending an attendance 
form, finable with the identification from the user, accessible through the web client for 
accepting identification information to a user fillable form (Paragraph 37, the player 
establishes his attendance at a gaming machine by logging in using a player tracking 
card, which the casino representative receives as part of the information displayed to 
him, as in Fig. 5) with identification information by the user including an identification 
card number (Paragraphs 56 and 73, player ID number 540 from a player tracking card) 
and determines whether the identification information is valid (Paragraph 75, it is 
inherent that the system must determine whether the ID obtained from the swipe card is 
valid, when the casino representative swipes it, in order for the system to be functional). 
Regarding Claims 14- 17 and 45- 48, 

Walker discloses a remote network interface for sending gaming machine 
information to a database for storing as a function of the identification information if the 
identification information is valid (Fig. 1 and Paragraph 27), including a card reader 
connected to the remote device for reading an identification card number from a player 
identification card (Paragraphs 37 and 75, both the gaming machines and the mobile 
computer 140 have card readers that can read the player's tracking card), where a 
device identification number is associated with the gaming machine if the identification 
information is valid (Paragraph 56, the player's tracking card number is associated with 
the gaming machines the player has used), where player attendance information is 
retrieved from the database as a function of the device identification number, where 
player identification information is associated with the player playing the game 
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(Paragraph 56), and where the remote network interface is coupled to the database for 
retrieving and storing data (Fig. 1 and Paragraph 27). 
Re Claims 18-19 and 49-50, 

Walker discloses a remote network interface coupled to the database (Fig. 4 400, 
also see Paragraphs 51-54) for retrieving and storing data thereon (Paragraph 54, 
player database 455 and offer determination database 460), the database for storing 
data in tables (Paragraph 56, also Fig. 5, tabular data storage of player and offer 
determination information, on the databases). 
Re Claims 20-21 and 51-52, 

Walker discloses a plurality of first data object coupled to the database tables 
(Figs. 5 and 9, player IDs 540/940), and at least one second data object coupled to the 
first data objects (Fig. 6, different offer conditions based on the different player's 
activities), for assembling multiple first data objects into a third data object (Fig. 6, an 
offer identifier number 650, which can be used to correlate to the offer identifiers 760 in 
Fig. 7). 

Re Claims 22 and 53, 

Walker discloses the third object coupled to the remote network interface for 
receiving queries from the remote network interface (Paragraph 167, the offer identifier 
number 650 can be displayed on the casino representative's PDA, Paragraph 174, the 
casino representative can indicate whether or not the player accepted), retrieving 
responsive data from the database (paragraph 108), fomnatting the responsive data 
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(Data is placed into tables such as those shown in Fig. 5-9) and returning the 
responsive data to the remote network interface (Paragraph 108) 
Regarding Claims 23-27 and 54 - 58, 

Walker discloses a remote network interface (Fig. 1, communications network 
120) for receiving the responsive data and transmitting the responsive data to the 
remote device (representative device or mobile computer 140), a remote device 
including a processor (Fig. 1 140 and Fig. 3) and a web client for interaction with a user 
(Paragraphs 25 and 28, the mobile computer 140 can communicate with the server 
using the internet, and also Paragraph 45, the mobile computer may be a Blackberry, 
which has a web client) and an interface for formatting responsive data into a hyper text 
mark-up language response for display by the web client (Paragraphs 27-28, the server 
may interact with the mobile computer over the internet, also Paragraph 45, the mobile 
computer may be a Blackberry, which it is well-known can process html-coded web 
pages), including a plurality of servlets (Paragraph 45 states the mobile computer can 
be a Blackberry. It is well-known that Blackberries can interact with web-enabled 
servers, such as Walker's web-enabled server described in paragraph 25-27, by using 
servlets, to provide functionality to the user), a login layer (Paragraph 165 , the casino 
representative may have to log into the mobile computer), and a menu layer (Paragraph 
61 , the casino representative receives a list of options for interacting with the player). 
Regarding Claims 28 - 31 and 59 - 64, 

Sarno discloses a remote system where a user has an assigned type working 
with a menu layer for allowing and restricting access to servlets (paragraph 161 , 
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different types of player infomnation that may be communicated to the mobile computer 
from the database) as a function of the assigned type (Paragraph 161 and 165, different 
casino employees have different levels of access to the menus, based on their level of 
clearance), a player name, a player identifier (Paragraph 56, player name and ID are 
information that representatives can access. Paragraph 161, which may or may not be 
available to certain level employees), a gaming machine identifier (Paragraph 56), 
including a remote device to display the player attendance information (Paragraph 45) 
,and retrieve player information if the identification card number is valid (Paragraph 75). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 3-5 and 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over 2007/0087810 to Walker, in view of OFFICIAL NOTICE. 

Walker discloses all of the limitations of parent claims 1 and 33. However, Walker 
lacks explicitly disclosing the wireless network using an IEEE 802.1 1(b) or (g) standard. 

One of ordinary skill in the art recognizes that wireless Ethernet and 802.1 1 are 
synonymous and interchangeable terms in the art, for network protocols, and that (b) 
and (g) versions were exceedingly common and well known at the time of the invention. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used IEEE 802.1 1(b) and (g) standards for the wireless 
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connection disclosed by Walker, because Walker explicitly states that the wireless 
connection can be an Ethernet connection, and IEEE 802.11(b) and (g) are the most 
common standards for wireless Ethernet. 

3. Claims 32 and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over 2007/0087810 to Walker, in view of USPN 6,852,031 to Rowe. 

Walker discloses all of the claims 16 and 33, upon which claims 32 and 65 
depend. However, Walker lacks the remote network interface instructing the remote 
display to display an error message if the identification information is invalid! 

Rowe et al. teaches an analogous network for tracking players in a casino 
(abstract). Rowe discloses the remote network interface instructing the remote display 
to display an error message if the identification is invalid (Fig. 5, 500 the gaming 
machine detects the ID card, 505 determines if the ID card is valid, and 510 displays an 
error message if it is not valid). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have incorporated the teaching of Rowe into the analogous 
method and device of Walker, in order to inform the casino representative or the player 
when the ID card was not valid (Walker, Paragraph 75, a magnetic swipe reader may be 
used to read the card. It is very well known for magnetic swipe readers to misread cards 
and require re-swiping the card to obtain the correct information). 

Conclusion 

5. All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the application prior to the 
entry of the submission under 37 CFR 1.114 and could have been finally rejected on the 
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grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the 
application prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL even though it Is a first action after the filing of a request for continued 
examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.114. See MPEP § 706.07(b). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven J. Hylinski whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1995. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thurs. 7:00a-5:30p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hotaling can be reached on 571-272-4437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infomiation 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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